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MEMORANDUM FOR THE WHITE HOUSE STAFF 
CABINET OFFICERS 


FROM: Jerry Rafshoon 


SUBJECT: Defense Veto Editorial Reaction 


Attached are recent editorials in support of the 
President's veto af the Defense Appropriations 
Bill. The editorials have been running about 
9-1 in favor of the President. 


I would. stress. the importance of emphasizing _ 
that the President vetoed the bill in order to 
assure a strong flexible defense capability in 
your private and public discussions of this issue. 
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"Mr. Carter is properly concerned that in earmarking 62° 
billion for the construction of a new nuclear carrier, Congress 
deleted money designed to develop new and more sophisticated 
weapons and to improve NATO's defense capabilities in western 
Europe. ; - oe 
",..At the same time, it is essential that our NATO allies in 
Europe be reinforced in light of the large conventional force 
the Soviets have built up in the communist bloc countries of 
eastern Europe. : aoe 


"Mr. Carter's view is not only militarily sound but in the best 
fiscal interests of the United States. His exercise of the 
presidential veto in this instance was wise." i oe 


Akron Beacon Journal - 
August. 19,. 1978 


"With his veto, the President has done the Navy a service that 
it seemed unable to find the discipline to do for itself....By © 
opting for fantastically expensive nuclear aircraft carriers, 
the Navy was in essence deciding it would try to keep the 
world's sea lanes open with a small fleet of high-cost. nuclear 
ships. oo 


" ..What ex Navy-man Carter wants to do is spend the money 
on larger numbers of less expensive vessels. As the United . 
States already has 1l aircraft carriers, four of them : 
nuclear-powered, that seems a sensible decision. A ship- 
building program in which a few super-vessels soak up most 
of the money does not serve U.S. interests.” = 


The Charlotte Observer > 
August 21, 1978 


"President Carter is acting more presidential these days, as 
evidenced by his unprecedented veto of a Defense Department 
authorization bill. 


" ..The House Democratic leadership is reported to be lining 

up behind Carter in anticipation of a move to override the vets. 
That is a good sign for the President, who will need all the 
help he can get in making his defense ovolicies stick." 


Austin American-Statesman 


> August 21, 1978 
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"...as Mr. Carter said in his veto message;: wa considers an 
adequate defense to be the single most important concern he 
has. However, he pointed out that the bill passed by the 
Congress ignores four most serious and immediate defense 
needs.' oe we 


"The President said that it isn't a question of money, but 
how that money is spent. He had requested a $1 billion 
increase to strengthen U.S. ground forces, especially the 
NATO-oriented forces, by providing more helicopters, combat 
vehicles and ammunition for front-line forces. Adding the 
$2 billion carrier would mean eliminating 2800 million oe. 
that increase. : 


",...President Carter is right and the Denocratically-controlled 
Congress ought to support him and uphold the veto." 


The pinneedeane 
August 22, 1978 ..~ 
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a\’"\Congress as Defense Strategist 


The Carter Administration is concerned that 
Congress, by voting to spend some $10 ‘billion of 
defanse funds for purposes cther than these 
proposed by the Pentagon, is reaily ying to wrest 
control of defense strategy from. the executive 
branch. We beiieve that the concern and the. 
President's related veto of a S37 billion weapons. 
authorization bill are justified. 

Congress. always tnkets with defense-money 
bills, acding an itam here and subtracting one there. 
And the amendments are sometimes for. the better. 
This year. however, changes in the makeup of the 
military budget have gone so far that the real 
question has become: Weo is to contrat US. defense 
strategy—the Defense Degarement or Congress? 

Cyities of Carter on Capitol Hill ike to pretend 
that the Preaident S7 his vewing of the weavors- 
authorization Sill end aig cemaneing that Cangress 
produce a more 2ccentadie version. was demon- 
strating a lacie of interest in a strenger defen 
They know cetter. ; 

The quarrel cerween Congress and the White 
House dees rot revolve around how much should be 
spent for deferse—ike two sides are very close on 
that~—but rather arcund how the total should be 


“divided. 


area Ok Rdlses SUR MRA 


powered aircraft carrier instead cf settling for a 
conventional-fueled carrier that would cost 31 oil- 


Lon less. As Navy Secretary W. Graham Claytor ir. 
has coimted out, the saving could buy five frigate 
“Sne, capable shins that we badly need,” 

e President was cerhaps even more disturted, 
however, by the cuts trar Congress made in other 
Dregrams to orovide the wherewithal to cay the 
extra billion dollars or a nuclear carzier. 

As reported by Jack Nelson. Times Waskington 
bureau chief, the Adminiswation was alarmed dy 
the cut in funds for a ton-secret spy-satellite oreject 
that is vitally needed to monitor Soviet miliary 
activities, . : 

Congress also ext $500 million from the Penta. ~ 
gon’s request for spare parts, squisment repair and 
other workaday but essential tems of culitary coer- 
ation and maigtezance, and 3200 million in nrojected 
Air Foree funds ior, among cther things, an in- 
creased airtift cazacity to Zurose,—- 

It is bemg taken for granted that Congress. with 
Dot override the Sresident’s vero of the weapons. 
authorization. vill Carter is unlikely to insist chat 
Congress, in rewriting the measure, zo along wita 
him on every point; the Administration, for examrte, 
would prooably bow to congressional insistence 
on continuing develapment of a new, surtace- 
skimming tyne of warship. But Carter is ight in 


shoe RODS MODORG REDD CopeORT 6-6 


Defense Decarmment, would be the chied architact of 
this county's cational-security stacezy. 


in Bd 
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‘Carter Shows Grit 
Astutenéss | in. Veto 


ae terms of both policy and politics,. President Carter 
made a smart move in attempting to sink congressional ° 
plans for a nuclear powered aircrait. carrier which: he. 
opposed,’ : s 


In order to do so; Carter-had to take the dramatic ep ~s 


of vetoing the entire $37 billion defense procurement 
~~ authorization. bill:- Congress 
4% now-has the choice-of giving in 
f - tothe president or*holding up 
. this.substantial part of. the de- 
fense budget. nea! 


mais looks as: if the siesideit 

‘will be a- winner in this: battle, 

"as weil he should be. If Con- 

‘tries to hold. up- other vital 

defense funding<dby insisting on- 

spetiding an extra ‘$700 million (the approximate differ- 

ence in.cost between the nuctear’craft and the:conven- 
tionally ._powered. carrier Carter preferred) members... 
had better think up some good excuses bens the voters» 

before election time. “3 ie 


Some critics are already sete Carter for creating, 
still another confrontation with Congress. That isn’t the. 
case. The president worked hard to obtain a compro- 
mise on the issue before it came toa votein the House, 
advocating the conventionally powered flattop instead 
of the nuclear ship. Despite his pleas, however, the pro- 
posal met defeat by an unexpectedly large! margin. ; 

Carter’s basic contention is that. the supercarrier is 
too: vulnerable and that future Navy policy -:should. in- 
volve the use of smaller and more“ varied :vessels. As: 
commander in chief of the armed forces; he should have: 
a strong say on this matter and the‘ vete; was his: only, 
recourse if his policy was.to survive. i ae 


wpe ge 


~The: situation, as many have noted, also offers the 
president an opportunity to come off ‘as a strong chief 
executive by i eck a ee Congrers on a, 
major issue. 


Congress, with its obstinate eehisal to bend to com- 
promise, plaved right into Carter’s hands. And in using 
the veto as a trump card, in this instance, the president _ 
shows not. only strength, but a degree of political as- 
tuteness which should gain: him some’ congressional 
respect in the future. 


~efoentinel Star 


- James 0: “Saqusres : “Charles T aes 
cre Editor S< 5" 2 - President . 
"Joseph 4 McGovern a ; “Robert J Bcneh 
~” Executive Sditor > 7. * Managing, Editor eo 
Ermiy Bavar 
Senior Edironai Wrrer -° 


“ 


" Oriando, Florida, Monday, August 21, 1978" 
Ortando, Florida, Monday, August 21, 1978 


J ustified veto. 


ae “PRESIDENT Carter was “sanding on solid’ si ie 
ground when he vetoed that $37 billion military. ‘" >" 
weapons authorization bil Twe billion dollars is ~~. 
entirely too large a chunk of the total ailocation ta - 


spend on a single hae that cauld be sunic by a . 
lone missile. j Lops , 


The culprit in the bill was’ ait atomic awe 


super carrier that Carter had not requested but 
the Navy and Congress kept insisting was need- - 
ed. The ship’s projected: cost was far out of line 
even without the usual cost overruns. 


’ There's. no- question but that carriers still are 
needed today, and will be for some years to come. 
& nation so dependent on importing critical 
materials must. keep its'sea lanes open, and there 
is always the necessity of bags from attack 

- by sea. 


But there is growing reason to the argument 


"that today’s aircraft carrier admirals are becom- 


ing as blinded as were the battleship admirals of 
the 1920s when they were staving off floating 
aistields. The ilavy uas always been inore plagu- 
ed than the other services by hidebound tradition 
that stalled’new concepts. - 7 


" Not all the blame is the Navy’s.. Pron some of 
the squawking already heard from Congressional 
hawks one would have to question also the possi- 
bility of pork barrel influence. 


. THE NAVY already has 12 big carriers, four of 
them nuclear powered, and the president plans to 
ask for another next year (at $1.25 olga, more 
modest i in size and cost). 


What the Navy must recognize is that there is a 
limit to money and if it is to get the fleet it envi- 
sions in the 1990s it must come up with !ess 
expensive ships. 


The-Congress should eeraeniee its mistake by 
upholding this veto and by following the presi- 
dent’s suggestion of spreading the defense money 
around. This is no time to put ail our defensive 
reliance in a single bullet. 
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(_ PRESIDENT CARTER’S veto of 
the $36 billion weapons procurement 
bill was’ sound. 

He took this action, which obvious- 
ly places him in a new confrontation 
with Congress, because he opposed a 
new, fifth nuclear-powered carrier for 
the Navy. 4 

Mr. Carter is properly concerned 
that in earmarking $2 billion for the 
consiruction of a new nuclear, carrier, 
Congress deleted money “designed to 
develop new and more sophisticated 
weapons and to improve NATO’s de- 
fense capabilities in western Europe. 

In choosing not to knuckle under to 
Congress on this issue, Mr. Carter has 
displayed a new resolve that is appro- 
priate. 

A debate has been raging in. Wash- 


ington for months about the Navy’s: 


desires for a new nuclear carrier. 


While there is an emotional appeal. 
involved in the Navy’s wishes, the 


arguments against an expensive nucle- 
ar..carrier are strong. 

As. the General Accounting Office 
pointed out in an independent study of 
this controversy, the Soviet Union has 
developed an impressive strike capa- 


ay 
mel 


_ 
~ 
ee 
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wasteful weapons bill _ 


bility against large warships. There- 
fore, our most effective strategic 
forces no longer include huge carriers, 
but involve land-based air power, sub- 
marine-launched missiles, the cruise 
missile, and our’ intercontinental bal- 
listic missile force, as well as the . 
development of new weapons systems. ~ 


Ever so, the President is nat op- 


. posed ta carriers. He had proposed the - 


construction of several smaller, non- . 
nuclear carriers with funding ta begir. . 
in 1980. These would be more effective 
in protecting world sea lanes and tar - 
less costly. _. 4 - 


In short, Mr. Carter views a new 
nuclear carrier as practically useless 
and a defenseless. target in any global 
war. At the same time, it is essential 
that our NATO ‘allies in Europe be 
reinforced in light of the large conven- 
tional force the Soviets have built up 
in the communist bloc countries of 
eastern Europe. : 

Mr. Carter’s view is not only mili- 
tarily sound but in the best fiscal 
interests. of the United States. His 
exercise of the presidential veto in 
this instance was wise. 


aN 
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2 A Courageous Veto 


Cpresident Carter has earned the gratitude ot 
every American taxpayer for his intelligent and 


politically courageous decision to veto the $37 


billicn weapons bill because it includes authori- 
ty for a new $2 billion nuclear aircraft carrier 
that the nation plainly does not need. But like 
his decision a year ago to halt production on the 


redundant and anachronistic B-] bomber—and. 


like his refusal to authorize deployment of the 
extremely dangerous neutron bomb—his press 
comference announcement yesterday on the 
weapons bill no doubt will generate an overkill 
ot flak irom. the congressional hawks and their 
allies in the Pentagon and among the military 
contractors. No matter. On this issue, the presi- 
dent is as right as right can be. : oe 

As Mr. Carter said, the carrier issue “is not 
@ quesuon of money’’ but of “how that money is 
to be spert.’” Even a nation as aifluent as 
America “‘cannot afford to waste defense doi- 
lars.’’ Construction of the nuclear carrier would 
waste money because the vessei is clearly un- 
necessary in light of the U.S. Navy’s over- 
whelming advantage in attack cartiers. The 


fleet already includes 10 conventionally po-. 


wered carriers plus three gigantic nuclear- 
powered aircraft platforms: a fourth auclear 
carrier, the Vinson, is under construction. By 
cortras:. the Soviet navy has only one smai! 
conventional carrier, the Kiev; and significant- 
iy it is mot even an aitack carries. It carries 
oalF vsiatively slow vertical-takeoft planes that 
are designed primarily. for anti-submarine 
wartare, and it is no match for even one of the 
U.S. attack carriers. 

Buz beyond that. there is every indication in 
this age of the nuclear-tipped guided missile 
that the giant carrier would be a sitting duck 
for enemy action. And given the existence of the 


interccntinental ballistic missile that can travel - 


from Nerth America to Eurcpe and vice versa 
in 30 miimutes, the attack carrier and its planes 


é 


are as essentially auacoronistic end redundant 
as the manned bomber. in a auciear war, they 
woud arrive on the scene after it svas ail over. 
Their caly function would be to stir the rubble. . 
Spending $2 billion on a new carrier would add - 
nothing to the real ievel of American security. 
Indeed, a good case can be made that it 
would lead to an erosion of security to the ex- 
tent that the billion fer the carrier would 
amount only to a down payment, as the presi- 


_ dent suggested. For example, Eari Raveral, a 


former Defense Department official row teach- 
ing at Johns Hopkins and Georgetown “niversi- 
ties, is quoted in The Progressive 23 uoting that 
another 33 billion wouid oe. z2quirsd for the 
carrier’s 90 aircraft—most designeu soiiy 22 
defend the vessel. Another $3 dillic: would te 
necessary for six defending escort ships, with 
still another $3 billion needed for various sup- 
port vessels aud shore facilities—or well over 
311 biilicn just ior starters. Another $22 billion 
would have to be extracted from the taxpayers 
to operate the ship and its supporting complex 
over its 35-year life. : 

The president would redirect the money: 
saved on the carrier into strengthening conven- 
tional military Icrces, particuiariy <rase as- 
signed to suppezt of the Novth Atiautic Treaty 

ganization. A song NATO ie 2 vitas ink ir 

€ genuine security interests cf the couctry, 
and if $2 billion has to go ior military iordrsra 
it is obvicusly better io spend it where iz will be 
effective rather than on redundancy. Still, $2 
billion is a lot of meney—micrs. for instance, 
than all we are speading on the Comprehensive 
Employment and Training Act, ine Job Corps 
and summer jobs for the disadvantaged. 

But that is another issue. For the moment, 
the overriding need is for the Democratic-con- _ 


. trolled Congress tc sustain the sresident’s veto. 


No other course will serve the cublic interesc in 
a strong ana effective defense. 
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, Editorials 


Carter’ S Veto. ee oe 


| He’ s Right To Block Carrier . 


The U.S. Neey tas 459 ships, down . 


from 976 a mere 10 years ago. It. be- 
lieves that to accomplish its mission of 
' assuring continued U.S. superiority at 


sea, it’must have 600 ships. But Presi- 


dent Carter has now vetoed the $37- 
billion. weapons-authorization: bill, to 
the anger of the Navy and its give-’em- 


what-they-ask- ‘for: allies on Capitol - 


Hill, : 


N With’ his veto, the president, has 
done the Navy a service that it seemed 
unable to find the discipline to do for 


itself. For, helped along by the House 


Armed Services Committee, the Navy 
has been headed straight for an era of 
even fewer ships. By opting for fantas- 
tically expensive nuclear aircraft car- 
riers, the Navy was in essence deciding 
it would try to keep the world’s sea 
lanes open with a small fleet of high- 
cost nuclear ships. © 


* The Navy was wrong and Mr. Car- 
ter is right, we think. As the president 
made plain, he. has no-objection to the 
generous size of the appropriation. Nor 
-do we. There is no longer serious 


doubt that Soviet military forces are © 


building up far beyond what a prudent 


. defensive policy would_warrant, even 


allowing for the paranoia to be ex- 
pected. of a nation invaded as often as 
Russia has been. 


The i issue, Penne: is os those dol- 
lars shall be spent. The bill Mr. Carter 
vetoed. authorized spending. $2.13 bil- 
lion on a-nuclear aircraft carrier. With 
planes and the other gear such a ship. 
must have, the total cost becomes over 
$5 billion. And it takes eight to 10 
years to build and fit out the ship. 


“The issue, rather, is how those dol- 
lars shall be spent. The bill Mr. Carter 
vetoed authorized spending $2.12 bil- 
lion on a nuclear aircraft carrier. With 
planes and the other gear such a shin 
must have, the total cost becomes 
more than $5 billion. And it takes eight 
to 10 years to build and: fit out the 
ship. 


- Because of that complexity and ex- 
pense, the Navy’s ship-building pro- 
gram. has been incredibly snarled. As 
of a few months ago, its construction 
projects were cumulatively 100 years 
behind schedule and billions of doilars 


over budget. 


What ex- -Navy- -man Carter wants to 
do is spend the money on larger num- 


_ bers of less expensive vessels. As the 


United States already has 11 aircraft 
carriers, four of them nuclear-pow- 
ered, that seems a sensible decision. A 
ship-building program.in which a few 
Super-vessels soak up most of the 
money does not serve U.S. interests. 
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+t William J. Reddell 
-~ Editor of Editorial Page | 


EDITORIALS | 


George Carmack 
Assaciate Editor 


Carter turns down — 


_Friday, Aug. 18, 1978 


| Fonel Burk 
Menaging Editor 


‘President. Carter vetoed. the 
$36 billion” military appropria- 
fons bill Thursday’ because it 
includes-$Z billion for a: nuclear 
aircraftcarrier. 

™ The Pentagon said the carrier 
would ‘divert money needed the 


fighting fitness. of machines © 


already in-use and to keep: mil- 
itary capability from deteriorat- 
ing. ie 

House. Majority Leader Jim 
. Wright predicted the veto will 
be sustained. A senior Defense 
Department official had argued 
prior to congressional passage 
of the bill that building the 
glamorous new weapons system 
— his description of the carrier 
— would “degrade our military 
capability below what it would 
otherwise be.” 


In voting for the carrier, 


‘Congress displaced funds the 
Department of Defense had 
earmarked for needed supplies 
of bombs, electronic equipment 
and the repair and overhaul of 
warships and aircraft. 


We had inquired of a pro-carr-. 


ier senator in recent days what 
the effect would be for the U.S. 


to add a nuclear carrier to the 


fleet. He said the spending for 
the carrier would have import- 
ant spin-off in the economy. 

We asked: whether the same 
‘thing would occur if an amount 
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of money were ‘paid to 


and de other such work. 
_ His reply was that the carrier 
would buttress.our diplomacy. 


‘unemployed youth to tut. grass ~ 


Mr. Carter will be criticized © 


for his veto, but it seems abun- 


dantly clear. that the public ‘ 


mood is for scaling down public 
spending habits of Congress. 


Aside from the self-inflicted 


doubt about American strength 
and resolve that followed the 
Vietnam war, our diplomacy 
seems sound and supportable in 
its main thrust. Congress stop- 
ped President Ford from armed 
adventure in Angola and’ 
restrained excitable overtures 
in Portugal The country is in 
better shape because of that. - 

A combat-ready defense 

establishment, kept in repair 
and supplied, permits credible 
diplomacy. A nuclear carrier — 
when it would have been ready 
to sail — would be an impressive 
piece of machinery but what 
else does America need above 
and beyond the capacity to sow 
devastation on any target it 
chooses? 
‘The veto should be sustained 
as a prudent use of relatively- 
restricted funds available to the 
federal government — whose 
current deficit is in the $40 bil- 
lion range.» : 
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Tuesday, August 22, 1978 


Mr. Carter's Decision Right 
in Vetoing Weapons Bill 


PRESIDENT Carter made the right . 


decision in vetoing the $37 billion weap-. 


ons bill because it included $2 billion for 


a nuclear. aircraft carrier. 


It is certain to bring down ‘on the 


president’s head all kinds of political _ 


criticism from the defense contractors 


and Pentagon supporters in. the Con- 


gress. His decision to halt production of 
’ the B-1 bomber and to postpone deploy- 
ment of the neutron bomb will be called 
up to buttress charges he is undercut- 
ting the nation’s defense. == 
But, as Mr. Carter said im his veto 
message, he considers an adequate 
defense ta be the single most important 
concern he has. However, he pointed 
out that the bill passed by the Congress 
ignores “our most serious and immedi- 
ate-defense-needs.”’ 


The president said that it isn’t a 


question of money, but how that money . 


is spent. He had requested a $1 billion 
increase to strengthen U.S. ground 
forces, especially the NATO-oriented 
forces, by providing more helicopters, 
combat vehicles and ammunition for 


front-line forces. Adding the $2 billion” 
carrier would mean eliminating $800 


million of that increase. — - 


The president had-also asked more 


funds for airlift; electronics warfare 
equipment and electronically-guided 
ordnance. The congressional proposal 


crease. 


would slsvinate SRM analog dase! cia-R 


Mr. Carter had requested an increase 
of $1 billion in readiness funds for 
military forces. This would include 


_ repairs. of weapons, spare parts for 


vehicles and aircraft, ship overhauls, 
and training of communications and 
logistical support personnel. The nu- 
clear carrier would. eliminate about 
half of that increase. 


In recent years the Navy has moved. 
in the direction of building larger and 


_more costly ships. The nuclear carrier 


it. wants would cost an estimated $2.4 
billion. At that. price, it would be the. 
most expensive ship in history. But like © 
most shipbuilding contracts, the nucle- 
at carrier would prubably involve cost- 
overruns, so the ultimate price would 
be anyone’s guess. . 


Mr. Carter’s position is that the Navy 


’ ought to have-a fleet with larger 
. numbers of relatively inexpensive . 


ships that can perform the necessary 
strategic functions. 


A huge,’ nuclear-powered carrier 
might be the envy of the world, but 
there is some question whether it might 


also be something of a “‘sitting duck” in 


an age of missiles that do not have to hit 

right on target to do their destruc- 

tion. 4 
Inany case, the billions that would go 


” into such acarrier can surely be used to 
-. more advantage in strengthening other . 


capabilities. President Carter is right 
and the Democratically-controlled 
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Carer right t. to veto 


$2 billion toy < are 


2 eniueene's oe caenint. ‘to buy 

the Pentagon a $2 billion toy that it doesn't -: 
want left President Carter little choice but to . | 
take the unusual step of vetoing the national’ | 
defense budget. He said at his new + confer- 


ence yesterday that he will do that. . 


At issue is the allocation for a ee airs 


craft carrier that some in the Navy wart, and — 
that many there think would only bea sitting? 3 
duck in a major war. The administration and: 
te some in the Pentagon don’t think the eal 
is.worth the money. oe Tap. WR 


oe Congress.is trying to insist: onthe carrier 
mainly as a-make-work. for the. shipbuilding * 
industry and the benefiting~ districts, the. 
carrier is in the authorization: bill thanks’ tio’, 
tO any ‘serious defense planning but as he” 
zesult of a lot of political trade-onts. 2S 


. 7 And it is worse then merely” wasteful. As: 
senior military official has said. the 32 bile: 
’ Hon spent on an unwanted and mostly uselesss 
* earrier would have to come out of the hide of 
other military needs, probably maintenasice © 
to keep up the fitness of sag planes. and | 
other equipment. - ein 


::_ Maintenance, hovever, is not a very ‘sexy: 
proposition to congressmen who;. come ree" 
élection time, would rather. boast of. protect-. 
ing the nation with aswell new: aircraft”. 
carrier than of protecting it with @. lot. of. 
eee shop time. =‘. 2° Sy ee os af 
* U.S. defense is poorly served’ = Tegisia-" 

tors who: embrace it dramatically: thaa rather® 

- than supporting it sensibly, and in this’ SUP 
posed era of Proposition 13 it is bizarre to the 
point of nuttiness to spend $2 billion for a 
ship that the ent ae Laotian don’t, 
want. iF ce s 
rl Mr. Carter will briefly guint up ‘the ‘mili- 
tary and will anger Congress when he vetoes 
the appropriations, but even so. Congress 
dught to compelled to go back and 0 the 
imilitary billright.. 2 ge tala 
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Veto power | 


: President Cartes appears to have 
. acted correctly in his veto of a 336 


billion weapons procurement. bill 


passed by Congress. 


o 


He vetoed the measure largely , 


because of the inclusion of a 32 bil- 
lion nuclear powered aircraft car- 
rier, ° 


The President. had warned re- ~~ 


peatedly that he was opposed to 
the construction of the carrier.. 


"Tt was not Carter’s first veto, but 


it was the first time he had exer- 
cised: his power-on a piece of legis- 
lation of this magnitude. And it 
carried shock waves because it was 
the first time in more than 125 
. years that a major defense bill had 
"been vetoed. 
His.central point was ak un- 


der pressure to hold down spend- - 


ing, Congress, in order to include 


_ the aircraft carrier, cut funds for’ 


other, more important needs. 

He said the bill would reducs tha 
nation’s commitment to NAITO, 
waste the resources available for 

’ defense and weaken the nation’s 
military capabilities in the future. 

He pointed to cuts of 3800 mil- 
lion for army weapons and equip- 
ment, $200 million for Air Force 

' Weapons and Equipment, 3500 
million 
funds for such things as spare parts 
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and logistical support nee a ‘cut 
that could range up to $500 million 
for research and develooment. - 

_ Congress might try to override 
the President’s veto, but most ob- 
servers believe this would prove 


difficult, if not impossible. The ad-..- 


ministration hopes Congress will 
eliminate the carrier and restore 
some of the programs Carter pre- 
fers, but it is obvious Carter will 
settle for the mere elimination of 
the carrier. ; 

The president still makes con- 


ciliatory noises when speaking of 


the Congress. Even during 
news conference to announce the 
veto he said, “I would say that in 
general the Congress has heen very 
cooperative and very construc: . 
tive.” 


his 


- But he also eunpeudies his view - 


that the presidential veto is 
soundly anchored in the Con-. 
stitution and an important lever- 
age for the presidency in helping to 
mold policy. 

He added that there had heen 
signed several bills during his ad- 
ministration that he would now 
veto if he had it to do again. It 
sounded like a clear warning that 
he is seeking the cooperation of 
Congress and knows what ta doit . 


hei is ignored. 
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